REMARKS 

The Applicant notes that claims 1-11 have been amended slightly, and new claims 12 
and 13 added, to clarify the scope of the invention. No new matter has been added by way of 
these amendments. 

In this Official Action the Examiner has rejected all of claims 1-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by a posting on a TransUnion website. The Applicant submits that 
the amended claims are clearly allowable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) in view of this reference. 

Each of the independent claims requires that an End User provide identification which 
demonstrates that they are within the "implied geographic jurisdiction" of the electronic service 
being sought. This concept is explained in detail on page 8 of the description. It is not necessary 
that the End User actually be physically present in the implied geographic jurisdiction at the time 
the service is requested. For example, possession of certain identification implies that the End 
User is a permanent resident or pays taxes in that jurisdiction. 

Of course, the system of the invention is only going to be used where the provider of the 
electronic service is satisfied that "implied geographic jurisdiction" is sufficient basis on which 
to provide the service. 

The TransUnion document does not describe anything like the claimed invention. The 
TransUnion system requires that the End User provide identification, but this identification is 
explicitly being used to "confirm your identity" by comparing it against stored data. No 
connection is made at all between the End User's identification and any geographic jurisdiction - 
implied or otherwise. That is, the TransUnion system does not consider whether the personal 
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identification demonstrates that the End User is within the implied geographic jurisdiction of the 
electronic service. 

All of the claims distinguish from the TransUnion document in at least the same way. 
Thus, the TransUnion document does not anticipate the claimed invention. 

The Applicant therefore asks that this rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be 
withdrawn. 

Applicant hereby requests reconsideration and re-examination. 

With the above amendments and remarks, this application is considered ready for allowance 
and applicant earnestly solicits an early notice of same. Should the Examiner be of the opinion that 
a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of the subject application, she is respectfully 
requested to call the undersigned at the below listed number. 



Dated: February 8, 2008 

Welsh & Katz, Ltd. 

120 South Riverside Plaza, 22nd Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 

Telephone: 312/655-1500 



Respectfully submitted, 
WELSH & KATZ, Ltd. 

Gerald T. Shekleton 
Registration No. 27,466 



